~ 


4e 21 since the papers are not all yot-availeble for this period. Even fer 
“the 21 there is not a somplete file in every, cause; there is, however. a suf. 


| Mnterprise, herced County, Calif.; Greensboro Herald-Journal, Greene County, 


} Deieacn fools. and ae facing Fer in necting ace g0ain as ~Rey 
‘#P2 expressed if the editorial opinion of these rural papers togethér with 


“nanifested in the individueai rural comunities' 3/ anc recorded in the news 


Columns of the papers are the principal gh gehen of this’ report. > xd 


“1/ fais is the initial report based on the war period survey of sample rural 


eo ar Actually the newspaper study as ‘sues. is to. be based on 24 rural weeklies 


‘Cyntiians Log Cabin, Uarrison County, Ky.3 Clarlotte tepublican-?ribiis, ‘aten 
County, Micho; Salem «ews, Dent County, Loo; Seward Blue Valley Blade, Seward  ~< 


atth Ae 5 ea 


the activities surrounding the production mobilization campaign as 14 was 7 


ie “ x 


ae x The County Newspapers Express Themselves ° 


The editorial columns of the papers as a whole indicated an avares 
ss of the production problems facin: the farmer and tended to dwell nok 
oe upon the zeneral production picture but also on the ae problem | 

of the shortave os-Term labor. Two tuirds of the papers carried fron one 
te four editorials each during this period on farm production. This avare- 
ness of the farm problems wes in no way locelized by.a particular seation 


aan tte OCALA 4 SLA LE 
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Weekly newspapers. Other such reports are planned at intervals. Hach report - 
Wili attempt to cousider the issues uppermost in the minds of the farmers and — 
most frequently discussed and written up by the rurz] weeklies for a particular 
_ period. | ; 


“throughout tie war period. This particular report, wowever, will be Limited 


“ficient number upon which to base such e report. The papers are: Los Banos ees 


Gas; Valdosta Times, Lowndes County, Ga.; aberdeen Times, chen County, Idaet z 
“Bbightstown Banner, "Henry County, Ind.; Jewell Record, Hamilton County, ae 


© Courity, Nebr.; Meredith News, Belimap County, New hamp.; Selem Suabeem, Salem. | 17 
= County, NoJ.; Gen Miguel County Star, San Liguel County, Uobin3 Boonwille lleralid, aes Bat 


> Oneida County, N.Y.; Latimer County News-Democrat, Latimer County, Obla.; Brady 9 | 
Standard, icCullioch Cowity, Tex.; Rockbridge County News, Rockbridge oun by,; Vaan 
peiates Post-Record, Clark County, Yasho; Clay Gounty Free Press, Clay county, 
pe Hhos Pellen ely Ashland Geniinc hwiSCss Basin sepuels it¢an-Rustier, Big 


. 


iE eivics as they are spoken of in this report refer to the trade area 
vered by the rural weeklies. 


The ts Gade eased” in these editorials can pent be higuiignted 
the reader by short but pertinent ie nore or jess Ree quotations. 


A mumber of the editorials tended to discuss the fam problem in- 
Ber ierst- Speaking along these lines, one editorial reeds 


ett is pretty generally agreed that tae lesa he {the farrer) is ye, “4 
regulated the more he will produce. Therefore, some good, som- = = 
centrated effort should be devoted to alleviating or straigaten= Vs Diese 

ing out the regulations. and the effort should be confined te a@ 

- few rifle-shot bulls-eyes rather than a dispersed shotgun barrage 
of excess and futile talk." ey. 

: Salen Sunbeam (Salem Co., iwcd<} ware 3, 1943. 9 


another remarked: 3 ( <toan. 


w..othe farmer is about the only class of people that is nos 
p - striking all the time... when the farmer takes back his farm 
ae _ and operates it as he once did, then:he wili thriveo.ce You | y Bes, 
% can't farm with a lead pencil and paper, even in Washington." 
Salem News (Dent Co., ito.) Jano 21, 1943; 
PEW cSt 6 Lo43s 


Speaking of fAA, still anether editorial suid; 


Bees “These fellows have preached tue "kill pig’... ‘plow underto.. 
es ‘produce less' programs so long that their about face now, in the 
time of necessity, has not too weighty an effect. Give the farmer 
help, machinery, sas, and rubber end nue will preduce.# 

Knightstown Banner (Henry Coo, Ind.) Feb. 26,_ 


as 19430 


* 2 
yas Another paper maintained that the president of a leading farm er 
~~ ganization hit the "crux of the food problem" when he saids 


"There has been failure on the food front. Timt failure can be es 
traced to the failure of udministrative agencies... Now these = = = 
same people express great concern over food shoritaces. They have 2 ih 
not yet worked out wit farm organi igations a sound program based 


- 
ay 


chy 
oe! 
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on tre ‘noxtedve of firners and their orgenizatione." Tie editorial 
paiutained that: aul ad Gies ad-uaws wiil Abt create food. Only the 
: farmers can dO that, and they need seanpower, machinery, and stebil-= 
ity of government policies wiici: will encourage production’ instead 
Of keeping 1t in a constant state of confusion." 
Basin Republican-Hustier (Bix Korn CO a, aye) 
LB. d.5 1263 


In expressing its community's determination to meet its ee 
goals despite increasingly difficult conditions, one editorial re 

ftiven though we have lost a large number of cur farmers, wost of 
them are not the most stable and successful ones. It is the oping 
ion of various farmers, fari. workers end farm agen eas that as 2 
whole the efficiency of the farmers who will stay on the farm during 
the emergenc>» will dnaprove sufficiently te offset fie Li 
ers wno have gone into other work." 

atimer Co. Newe-Democrat (Latimer Co., Okla.) 
Jan. 7, 1943. 


Making a more optimistic attitude than most in view oF the inoneaned 
incowe of farmers, another editorial concluded: 
fail in all, prospects for 1943 on tre farms arc ,00u, Of Course 
there will be sowe difficuities te be overcome and farm operation 
imy not be as pleasant in sowe respects as in otuer years. But, 
there should be compensations that will offset the nandi caps." 
Valdosta Times (Lowndes Co.,-Ga.) Feb. 11, 1943. 


Many of the editorials concerned them selves wits the. Far labor site 
sos, Tuey stresseu tue seriousness of the labor shortace anc tended te 
eriticize the government's farm lebor policy or rather the failure of the 
goverment to have Such a policy. As one editorial put it: 


"Tie big (manpower) problem will not ve solved until an over-all 
autnority works out proper preportions and allocations between the 
essential activities.” 
Rockbridge Co. News (Reckbridge Co., Va.) 
Mar. 11, 1943 


Still another editorial from the same paper maintained: 
"Tere was too little planning in the country at large as to farm 
labor." 
Rockbridze Co. News (Rockbridge Co., Va.) 
Jane ahs 1943. 


a Warnins is contained in the following: 


"But the capacity for production is limited by the supply of Labor. 


a 


eee Unless cay can be assured egricultural operations in New 
Mexico, its production of vital foods will be sharply curtailed.* 
San Eiguel Co. Star (San Miguel Co., N.Me) 
Feo, Ay 1943 o 
Probably the most significant editorial of the group on farm leoor 
was entitled, “It's Your Farm Problem." It pointed out that the acute 
farm labor shortage could be greatly alleviated af the commmnities then 
selves would realise that it was their own particular problem and that they 
must solve it themselves. [ft maintained that the comm anne worling as an 
integrated whole and aware of its responsibility can go a long way in meet~ 
ing the critical farm lebor shortage. ft read in part: 


ith a will to solve the problem, thinking citizens can yo a 
iong way toward solving it; each in oe 5 own home community cose 

The urgent thing that this community can do is to try to locate the 
avallabie help -- the unemployed persons, nen, women, boys, girls, 
yourg or oid, whe can step in and do their partoeces ThE + +6, point to 
be recognized is that This Js Cur Froblem, yours and mine; just 
&S it is our war to be won and our Nation and our Seiad iples to be 


a 
2 


protected.... The problem is not merely one of adjusting price and 
wage levels, but cles: rly involves the all-round morale of the public. 
People in all waiks of life must be made to realize the urgency of 
sticking to thelr job, whatever it nay be and whatever the obstacles, 
hardshivs, and unpleasantness. This is no more than is recenired of 
the men in the armed forces. WPeveloping this realization on the part 
of workers, farmers, businessmen, the public zenerelly, is clearly a 
challenve for local thouzht and Lecai ieadership.... ind shove all, 
the famers and the citizens at large, “expecs the lesisiators and 
administrators who have the responsibility for fixing prices, wages 
and controlling manpower to act with wisdom in keeping with the 
gravity o f their task? 

Salem Sunbeam (Salem Coe, N.d.} Feb. 245 1943. 


A relatively snall amount of the editerial comment in the papers 
Was conserned with the shortage of farm machinery and feed. One paper cone= 
plained thus; 


when a mmitions plant needs a die or new gadget. everything is 
done and done promptiy to supply the needed item, but everywhere 
farm tools quotae are down far below a margin of safety. 
Charlotte Republicen-Trihine (Eaton Co., Mich) 
Febe 5, 1943. 


& community in Texas faced with a very acute feed shortage carried 
these potent community personals in its papers 


"Ttm sure the ‘toureaucrats!’ at Yashington know very jittle of the 
“est Texas stock problems.t... "In this section of the State ranchers 


must have FRED to produce more food for FREEDOM." "Raving to Use fan 
hours, tires and gasoline and haul such eall amounts was bad 
enough, but now the men are having to leave home in the evening 
and spend the night in line JUST TO TRY to get feed the next day. 
The cost of the trip and supper and breakfast (if they get any) 
make the price of the feed almost prehibitive. Sone of the men 
have been sick from exposure and are tco worn out to do their work 
properly .* 
Brady Standard (NeGulloch Co., Texas) beb. 19, 
1943; Fen. 26, 1943. 


Another county in Okishoma faced with the same acute feed shortage 
remarkeds 


‘Here seens to be an opportunity for one or more of the farn set]e 
ups to render valuable service to the pecple.® 
latimer Gounty News-Desocret (Latimer Co., Okla.) 
Mar. li, 1943. 


Other editorials touched upon miscellaneous aspects of the farm prob= 
Jem. One criticized the price supports on pork and the ceiling on butter, 
maintaining that the low cost of butter and milk produce was resulting in 
the slaughtering of dairy cattle. Another pointed out that with the type 
of land in the county the greatast contributicn its farmers could make to 
the war would be to raise their owm food. ‘Two papers carried editorials 
criticizing their alictments. 


Critical Problems Face the Farmers. What are the Rural 


Comnaunities Doing About Farm Labor, Machinery and 
Feed Shortage? 


Labor 


Principal problems facing the farmer in meeting his production goals 
were farm labor shortages; a scarcity of farm machinery, feed, fertilizer; 
and finally the matter of transportation. Certainly the nost acute problem, 
if the amount of emphasis placed upon it by the papers is any criterion, 
was that of the shortage of farm lhbor. 1% was simificant that fer every 
Farm Moblilzution Day meeting reported, the farm labor situation was the 
subject most freqnently discussed. Likewise, most meetings which had any~ 
thing to do with the farm production picture at least touched upon the labor 
problem, if not making it their main theme. . 


The seriousness of the farm lsbhor sitution was also made known in 
the various papers through editorials; discussions at meetings of chambers 
of commerce, other civic clubs and farm organizations; work that certain 
organizations such as the 4-H clubs, Future Parners of America, American 
“omen Yolunteer Service and Boy and Girl Scouts were doing on the farm 
labor problem; and the activities of the schools and such federal agencies 
as the USNS, USDA War Boards, Defense Councils, and FSA. 
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Although certain areas seemad to be nore critically in need of labor 
than others, the problem of farm labor as such seemed to be facing farmers 
in ali of the counties from which papers were read. Most of the papers 
read for this period carried en article, or a mumber of articles, dealing 
with the farm Labor shortage. 


Unly two communities, salem, New Jersey, and Bingham, Idaho, WES 
. yetting dow to bedrock in handling their farm labor problem by a commun~ 
, ity approach -=- i.e., the commmity itself was recognizing its responsibility 
in the mtter and was attempting to do something about it. 


in Salem, a community forum on the acute local labor problem was held 
at the county courthouse under the ausplees of the local American Legion 
Post. This meeting had a threefold purpose -- (1) to acquaint the city in- 
habitent with his rural neighbors! problems, (2) to discuss the local farm 
problen and possible reuedies, and (3) to stress that a farmer is just as 
much a patriot as a soidier. Problems discussed in connection with the 
farm labor situation included the inability of the farmer to coupete with 
industry in acquiring help, the drawbacks of daylight saving time to the 
farmer's efficiency, the Monday norning hangover, that is » the question of 
closing local bars on Sunday to raise the efficiency of farm hands, dis= 
missing schools throughout the harvest season, and finally the ocvanization 
of a delivery service for farmers which would save ther. Rprecious time on 
necessary trips to town." In addition it was suggested that 2 local clear- 
ing house be established which would place velumteer workers on the farm 
and which would work with any city groups who volunteered to spend their 
free time in this manner. A conmittec was appointed to cooperate with 
farm organigation representatives in setting up machinery whereby industrial 
workers of the community could spend their vacations working on farms. 


In one community in Bingham County (Idaho) the local farm labor 
shortage of the canning crop season was being tackled hy the local chamber 
of coimerce and other civic organizations in their atteapt to obtain a 
labor camp for needed migrant labor which wis being recruited by the 
Government. Concerted effert nad assured such a camp for this community. 
waintaining that "this is a community problem and a benefit to every 
farmer in this section,” the chamber of commerce committee had decided to 
set up a community fund to pay for the expense not asswmed by the Covern-- 
ment in bringing these laborers to tue comunity. Every farmer in the cone 
munity was asked to contribute to this fund on the basis of 5¢ per acre 
and the businessmen and other interested people were to donate. "The com. 
mittee believes that only >6Y cooperation and united effort of the entire 
community can the labor preblem be solved equitebly." 


Other communities were approaching the problem. In two pepers dis~ 
cussions were reported on the practicability of lengthening the school 
week to six days end thus have longer vacations wuich could be vsed te an 
advantage by rural children wie are needed to help on the farms. One come 
munity reported the hoiding of a "harvest vacation", that is, children 
being dismissed during critical harvest seasons. Very little mention was 
made of wornen working on the farms to help alleviate the labor shortage. 


Eee es 
Other Problems Harassing Farmers 


Next to farm labor the problem which seemed to concern farmers nost 
was the scarcity of farm machinery. It, too, was discussed in considerable 
detail in all of the meetings which were held in relation te the production 
mobilization campaign and the farmer seemed to look upon it aa the second 
most serious threzt to the successful fulfillment of production goals. ‘The 
most significant approach that was being made to this problem in the com- 
munities was the holding of famm machinery repair courses in conjune tion 
With the war production training programe sponsored by the Office of Edu- 
cation. Nine communities were planning or conducting sueh repair couraes 
and in all the communities in which such courses were being held farmers 
were urged to attend and were attending in considerable numbers. This 
project seemed to be the only community action thet was being taken tO 
alleviate the farm machinery shortege, It should be pointed out that a 
number of the courses sponsored in the war preduction training program 
are commodity courses concerned with increasing the production of 
poultry, dairy, livestock and the like. Such courses were boing planned 
er were being held in seven of the communities. 


See 
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The Produstion Mobilization Campsien for 1943 _ 


The United States Department of Agriculture launched the 1943 Food 
for Victory Campaign by sponsoring s formsliced production mobilization 
campaign. 


This campaign involved farmer meetings te be held in observence of 
Farm Mobilisation Day, January 12, a 4-H Mobilizetion Week, February 6-153 
end the celebration of the Tenth Anniversary of the founding of the Netion- 
al Farm Program by National Farm Day meetings on March 6 The various 
phases of this campaign ae it was observed in the individual communities 
was highlighted in the rural weekly newspapers curing the firet three 
months of 1943 by news artioles and editorial opinion. 


Newspapers Report. Farmer Participation in Mobilization Day Meetings on 
January lee 


In December, President Roosevelt set January 12, 1943 as Farm Mobil- 
igation Day, the official act which set the all-cut production mobilization 
campaign rolling. This day the farmers of Auerica were to plan the modil- 
ization of their resources for the importent but increasingly difficult tasz 
of feeding not only our armed forces and civilian population but meeting our 
lend-lease committments as woll. In 2 proclametion in which he stressed 
the importance of the farmers' task to ow war effort, the President asked 
famers to gather “wherever possible with Departnent of Agriculture repre- 
sentatives, Extension Service agents, vocational teachers, State officials, 
faym organizations, and others concerned, in order to discuss ways and means 
of insuring for the year 1943 the maximum production of vital foeds for 
every farm in this country." 


at oe 


Te task of launching this prograr of mobilization on January 12 
was given to the USDA Nar Boards, particularly tuose ab the county level . 
Qne rural weekly said that its local Yar Board liad been notified by the Sec- 
retary that its members wust give "100 percent of their time and energy, if 
it is needed, t@ mobilize farmers and assist them in every way possible te 
reach their 1943 war production goals." 4/ 


Less than one-third of the papers carried notices that representa~ 
tives of various USD4 agencies at the counby level attended district meet 
ings at wiich the county war boards met with the State organization to work 
out plans for Farm Mobilization Day. Nine papers carried articles planning 
for the local observance of Farm “obilization Day, which varied from detail- 
ed preparations for community meetings throughout the counby to a mere sug- 
gestion that farmers tune in on their radio to hear the President and Secre=- 
tary speak on the afternoon of the 12th. Only six papers carried items which 
related the lecal observance of Farm Mobilization Day. Such observance varied 
widely in its nature and in the number of farmers involved. 


Actually only 2 of these comuamities held what can be termed "success- 
ful® meetings on January 12, "svecessful® in the sense that they observed 
Ferm Mobilization Dey as it was implied that it should be observed in the 
President's proclamation. Tisse two communities had all-out, sperm, dirt 
farmers! meetinzs which were given considerable publicity in the paper, for 
which town committees were organized to insure the cooperation of the 
townspeople and at which there was good attendance. ‘These meetings aise 
eussed the local production goals ard the problems facing the farmers in 
meeting these goals, that is, labor, machinery, and transportation; like- 
wise, these meetings were open to round-table discussions in which the 
famers. themselves participated and the farm plan work sheet that each former 
was to fill out was explained in detail. Soth groups listened to the nation~ 
al broadcasts held in connection with the meetings. Gaid one of these papers: 
tfarmers of this section are rully ewere of the needs of larger farm produc- 
tion the coming year and interested in the program being developed by the 
federal government tc bring it about, if the attendance at the mobilization 
meetings is any criterion." 5/ | 


In addition to these two communities wiich seaned to 46 all out for 
farm mobilization, two others reported in their papers detailed plans for 
toe holding of an open Farm Mobilization Day mseting for farmers of the 
comunity, but failed to report the actual meeting, its atbendance, or what 
transpired therein. It can probably be assumed that these communities did 
hold meetinus in view of the scmewhat elaborate plans under way but just how 


Z/ Latimer County News—Demecrat (“atimer vos, Chia.) ati “iy UAB 


5/ Aberdeen Times (Bingham Co., ida.) Jan. 14, 1943. 
i ¢ 
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successful poet mestings were and the tone thab they wok was not reported. 
One additional newspaper reported in a brief sommunity personal that a 
township Farm Mobilization Day Sopra was to be neld on tne evening of. 
January 19, one week later than the date set aside. All neighborhood 
leaders were requested to attend and a specizl invitation was tssued to 

all of the farmers of the tomslip and the ee businesemen. The same 
community reported a meeting held on the léth at one of the rural scheol- 
houses at which "about 50 famers" attended and pee icipated “in open dis- 
cussion of the plamed intensified Food for Victory nee this yeer.* 6f 


In one California county the members of the Western Cooperative 
Dairymen's Union observed Parm "Mobtl4nc tion Tay in Boe eon with m manbers 
from surroumling counties of the San Joaquin Valley. Members of the USDA 
war Board, FSA and OPA were guests. This neeting was ES enna, well ate 
tended and the farmers seemed highly alert and awsre of the problems facing 
them in meeting production goalS. Amon other things the farmers pledged 
themselves to eorrere le. 200° percent with the goveriment to produce all possi- 
ole milk for victory and to study further problems facing the milk producers 
in meeting their eect pcels. This meetin, should probably be put in 
the same category as the two all-out Far wopilization Day meetings mention~ 
ed above except taut it was limited in its atlendance to a specific organi ~ 
ZAtLONo 


Two communities reported the observance of Farm cbilization Day by 
a closed meeting of members of the USDA War Board, AAA comunity committees 
men, and in one cuse, 2 few selected leaders of agriculture. These meetings 
were not open to tne fermers i ati and can hardly be considered in the 
"spirit" of Mobilization Day, although they were termed hobilization Day 
meetings in their local newspapers. One otuer community had a meeting 
which wight be put in this class. The annual meeting of its county board 
of agriculture was neld on the evening of tle 12th and the write-up men- 
tioned in passing that "this also happens to be kohilization Day for farmers 
all over the Nation to discuss problems of production for 1943."7/ 


Finally, teo papers carried sugzestions by the local War Board 
urging the farmers of the community to listen to the radio program that 
was to be directed to them on Sea kKobiligation Day. 


AAA Farm-to-Yarm Sign Up and Other Meetings Relating to Farm Production. 


The awareness of and participation on the part of the various rural 
communities in the production mobilization campaign, however, mhie a be 
measured not only in terms of the actual chservance of January 12 as Farm 
Mobilization Day but should also be considered from the standpoint of follow- 
up plans for the signing up of the farmers for production goals and other 
meetings held for the pirpose of aiding the furmers in meeting these goals. 


6/ Knightstown Banner (ilenry Co., ina.) dan. 145, 1943. ee: 
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2/ Salex Sunoeam (Salen Co., NeJ.) dan. 6, 1943. 
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The AAa community committeenen were given the job of signing up the 
farmers of their communities for production goals and of aiding them in 
filling out their far. plans and fara plan work sheets which were to serve. 
as the “individual operator's production blueprint® and resord the farmers 
needs for labor, machinery, and the like for the year. 


Pa 


Twelve papers read for tiis period carried articles indicating that 
the community was engaved in the sign-up of farmers for procuetion goal 
and the filling out of fam plans and farm plan work sheets. lore specifi~- 
cally, seven indicated that the AAA community connLtteenen were in the pre- 
cess of contacting the individual ferners. Three were holding sign-up 
meetings rather than the farm-to~farn survey, one of these being conducted 
at the same time and place that the Ho. 2 Ration Book was being issued. 
two additional newspapers spoke of the sign-up of farmers for production 
goals and the filling out of farm plans but seemed to indicate that the 
farmers had to contact the Yar Boards thenselvas rather than the gomyurcdty 
conmitteenen making the farm-tom-farn survey. tost of the articles indica- 
ted that the sign-ups were moving according to schedule and one pauper aske 
farm women to voluntecr to. assist the community committeemen in getting she 
needed data. aa 
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Anovher indication of the extent of participation of the rural conm- 
munities in the ail~out production mobilization campaign was the holding 
of meetings for farmers to help them ucet their production goals. Toe 
thirds of the comnunities reported meetings fer farmers which had as their 
theme a discussion of nreduction goals, ways of weeting such goals, techni- 
cal production aids, and factors serving as obstacles to all=-out food pro} 
cuctione in one-half of these communities such wectings were sponsored 
by vhe Extension Yervice, two by ¥S4, two by AAA, and the remainder by 
miscellaneous private organizations. The Extension Service 3; tor exanple, 
Sponsored a series of five groups of meetings im one community during 
January, February end March at which speakers from the State college ad~ 
vised specific groups of producers on Ways oF increasing their production 
through improved farming practices. [In another community the. Extension 

specialists planned a meeting in cooperation with the USDS War Boards 
end AAA county and community personnel te Giscuas plans for 143 food for 
freedom goals and ways and means of achieving such coals. The FoK aponsoar~ 
ed meetings were of FSA borrowers at whieh 43 production goals and the 
current problens facing farmers were discussed in deteil. In one of the 
AAA sponsored neetings, "“tvo counties for the First time met jointly te 
discuss the agricultural situation," g/ 

fhe other meetings held in conjunction with food production in 
various counties included one ealled by the Western Cooperative Deir ywmen 1s 
Union which was a local follow-up of the larger meeting of this crzaniza- 
tien held on Farm obilization Da fy Snother by a private oil company which 
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&/ ellen Record (Ashiand COs, Wise.) Mar. il, 1943. 
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showed farmers a movie on the lubrication and care of farn inplements 3 
another sponsored by the Southern Stetes Cooperative to help its mem 
bers understand and meet the obstacles confronting them in food produe- 
tLon; and finally one called by the American Legion for the community 
to discuss in open forum problems facing local farmers. 


in addition to these meetings in which the farmers participated, 
such organizations as the Kiwanis and the Chamber of Commerce included 
on their programa speeches devoted to the farm production picture. As a 
matter of fact six commmities reported in their capers such an awareness 
on the part of civie and commercial groups within the emall toms of the 
need for townspeople to be informed and to diseues the farm production 
situation, In addition to such groups, of course, regular farm organiga= 
tions such as the Grange and Farm Bureau tended to eaphasize this pre b= 
dem at their meetings. 


Ouservence of 4-H Mobilization Yeek 


Still another aspect of the Farm Mobilization campaign sponsored 
by the “Washington office was the observance of 4-If Mobilization Week, 
February 6-13, Again the President issued a proclamation setting aside 
the observance of this aspect of the production campaign. Its principal 
purposes were to expand 4-H club membership, to make youth conecious of 
wartime problems, and te enrol] them in doing their part to aid actual farm 
-prodye tion, 


The observance of 4-H Kobilization Week was reported in eight cf the 
papers. in these eight newspapers rural youth were urged to join 4] 
clubs and enroll in wartime projects and to "feed a fighter in '43." The 
observance of this week in these communities for the most part was an at- 
teapt to gain more members for 4-H elvbs and impress upon rural youth the 
increasing part they could play in mecting the farm production poals by 
alieviating the critical farm labor shortage. altiougi papers of other 
communities curried iteus turoughout this pericd regarding the activities 

i 4-H clubs and their plans for the coming year, only the sight discuss- 
ed 4-H] Mobilization Week as such. 


The Farmers ignore National Tarn Day 

In addition to the setting aside of January 12 as Mobilization Day 
and the week of Februery 6-13 as 4-ii Mobilization Week, the Us S. Depart-~ 
mnt of Agriculture urged the holdin, of additional farmer meetingson the 
sugject of 1943 production on March G in observance of the Tenth fmniversary 
of the founding of the National Farni Progrem. The administrator of the 
Food Distribution Administration sent out a memorandum to the State and coun< 
vy USDA War Boards asking that Nationsi Pari. Day meetin,s be planned in ail 
of the counties ef the republic. He sugvested thet town folks also be ur ged 
to attend and learn what farmers have done and wiat help they need in meet~ 
ing their 1943 production goals. 


fey 


as due to insufficient publicity, an inadequate sryani- 

inty level, or the belief-on the part 67 the counts or 75° 27% 

eials thet such a meeting wes not in keeping with the busy — 

: | Of farmers or that their attitude was such that they would be _ 
_ ¥eceptive to still another mobilisation meeting =« whatever the reason, | 
only two papers recorded the observance of tational Fern Vay on March. oo. 

_. dn both of these papers farners attended meetings whieh, althougi on the 

lature of social gatherings, devoted part of their. programs to discussions 

_ of the farm problem in relation to production goals. Neither write-up 

_  imiicated the size of the attendance. Tt is interesting that one of these. 

—. Was also one of the communities which went "all-out" in observance of Farm 

_-—s #obi lization Day. : 


Siscellancous 


ioe In addition to tue discussion above regarding the mobilization of 
_ farmers te meet their production goals, tiie extensive work of the Tx : 
tension Service in giving technical advice to farners through the news= 
_-—s«spaper should be pointed out. Likewise » the papers carried many routine 
- announcements to farmers on the ratloning of farm machinery and gasoline 
© as well as instructions issued by USDA “lar Bourds and the srs on apply 
ing for farm labor. Many such announcements sought to assure the farmer 
that everything was being done to help him in meeting his needs. The 
schools were also playing their part in the production picture, particular 
ly in their organization of a victory corps. This, however, will be dis- 
cussed in more detail at a later tine. 
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